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SIR, 


E XCEPT the word Baptiſin, there is not a word 


in the Bible more perverted -and miſunderſtood, 

than the word charity. If a man conſcientiouſly 
ſand up for the doctrine and diſcipline of Chriſt, no 
term is ſo commonly applied to him as that of Bigot ! 
eren though he let other people think as they pleaſe, and 
abhor every idea of perſecution. But if a man deny the 
doctrine of the Trinity, or any other fundamental of the 
goſpel, immediately his adherents cry out, O bes a 
, "*© every ſenſible and a very honeſt man, and you muſt have 
charity for people of different ſentiments; the meaning 
of all which is, that we gare t think it of no conſe- 
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r 2 man believe any thing or nothing, 

is a complaiſant method of betraying the goſpel, / 

like Judas did its Author, into the hands ot its enemies; 

- for it is not worth while to enquire into the external evi- 

dences of the Bible, if we may have no greater concern 

about aſcertaining its contents. But you tell me, that 

the perſons you are an advocate fer communion with, 

% Do not deny, but believe the fundamental truths of God's 

% qword;” for however the moſt zealous defender of 

mixed communion in our day (I mean Mr. Rodin/on) 

maintains the perfe& innocence of mental error, and his 

= opinions on that ſubject lead to communion with an in- 

diſcriminate mixture, of all or of no ſentiments, pre- 

vided there be a paſſable moral character (and I am per- 

ſuaded it is the only conſiſtent length in which open com- 

munion can be maintained) you limit your charity, ſo 

[ as to allow only thoſe who believe the doctrine of the di. 

Vine perſon and righteouſne/s 7 Chriſt, with the re of 

« the doctrines of free grace to be real Chriſtians.” Here 

then, it ſeems, I am to ſet my foot and debate the mat» 

ter with you. You aflert, that there may be people en- 

« lightened into the belief and experience of the truth as it is 

in Jeſus, who yet are not ſatisfied, that baptiſm wwas in- 

PP og * tended to be perpetuated beyond the Apoſtolic age, and who 

«© therefore cannot conſcientiouſly be baptized.” Well. Sup» 7 

ſe | were to admit this. What will you make of it? 
ou can never prove from thence, that ſuch perſons have 

a right (in virtue merely of their faith) ro go unbaptized Þ 
to the Lord's Supper. No. The true argument will run 
thus: this people's faith does not extend to the two po- 
ſitive inſtitutions of Chriſt ; therefore keep them from the 

| Lord's table, till they ſee into the duty of baptiſm, ? 

which, according to the ſcripture, always preceded it; for 

| it is not more plainly ſaid, Sv forth the Lord's death until } 
be. come, than it is, preach to every creature (—— 
in all ages) he that believeth is to be baptized; and Lo, J 
am with you alway (conſequently in 8 to this 
duty) even unto the end of the world, You farther, 
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bt to Bold communion ' vith 


« tents and purpoſes, baptized by ſprinkling in their in- 
% fancy.” 4525 your chief frets 12 laid 2 and this will 
bring the debate into a yet narrower compaſs. I begin 
then with aſking, Do you think infant-ſprinkling to be 
in any ſenſe baptiſm? As a Baptiſt you will anſwer, 


No. But you ſubjoin, Bapti/m, or infant-bapti/m, is 


% matter non-eſſential and indifferent, in which 


% people may think and let think, and go cordially to the 


4% Lord's Table together, which ever fide they take.” In 
oppoſition to this then (while I confeſs it is not my pro- 
vince to judge individuals, and I am willing to make all 
due allowances for early-received prejudices) I muſt in- 
ſiſt, that the Baptiſts cannot too ſtrenuoufly teſtify their 
diſlike of infant-baptiſm, or what is ſo called, as a moſt 
pernicious error; and therefore, ought not, by any means, 
to countenance or have communion with them who ad- 
here to it; becauſe, Fir, Infant-baptiſm leads to a total 
ſubverſion of the doctrines of Chriſt :—Secondly, The 


temper of its advocates is fuch, that there can be no 
mutual communion between them and the Baptiſts 


Thirdly, It overthrows the inſtituted order of goſpel- wor- 
ſhip,- and refuſes obedience to Chriſt as King in Zion. 
Fir; Infant-baptiſm leads to a total ſubverſion of the 
doctrines of the goſpel of Chriſt. For the leading prin- 
ciples of the Chriſtian-religion are, that all men by na- 
ture and practice, Jews and Gentiles,” and one as much 
as another, ate conſidered as finners againſt God. The 
ſcripture hath concluded all under fin, and there is not 


in this reſpect the leaſt difference in God's fight ; for- 


_ ſome have been kept beyond others, by the force 
of education, the workings of conſcience, or the inter- 


outrages of ſin, the hand of God is to be regarded in 


|» thele reſtraints ; ſtill tne heart of one man is naturally as 
bad as that of another, and all are deſperately wicked, 


and 


f good people who be- 
„% lite all the other truths of the goſpel in common with 
% ourſelves ; but think that they have been, to all good in- 
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and obſtinate as the horſe or mule which have no under- 
ſtanding. Every ſinner ſaved therefore is a brand plucked 
by ſovereign grace, out of the burning; and no fleſh has 
any thing to boaſt of, either from himſelf or his anceſ- 


tors, however godly ; but all are alike finners, and in- 


debted to mere mercy. Of conſequence it is a funda» 
mental article in the goſpel, that a man is juſtified alone 
through the redemption and righteouſneſs of Jeſus, which 
ſhines gloriouſly as the righteouſneſs of God in our na- 
ture, of the ſecond Adam who is the Lord from heaven. 
be allo is to be conſidered in two views; at the 

ar of God, and in a man's own conſcience. The lat. 


ter 1s the evidence or earneſt of the former; for it is im- 


flible for me to know that | am a juſtified perſon in 
od's fight, but as the Lord witneſſes it to my mind, 
and gives me the diſcovery and comfort of it in the court 
my own conſcience. Faith therefore is the gift of 


God, through the operation of his Holy Spirit, whereby, 


in a man's ſoul be pronounces him a juſtified man; and 
the matter which God makes uſe, and faith lays hold of 
for this purpoſe, is the ſame truth exactly, that has recon» 
Cciled ſinners in the court of heaven. I mean Chriſt's 
adorable righteouſneſs as revealed in the word; Chriſt's 


; Tighteouſneſs, ſufficient for the pardon of the moſt guilty; 


Chriſt's righteoutneſs, held out freely to the vileſt of men, 
and held out, as the ox/y ground of a finner's hope; for 
if | mix any goodneſs, privileges or profeſſions of my 
own, (be they what. they may, or in whatever form they 
appear) with his righteouſneſs, as the reaſon why 1 hope 
in him, or in any wiſe to prop up my comfort of intereſt 
in him, I affront Chriſt and put him from me; my hope 
is not that of the goſpel, but is built upon pride and 
ſelf-righteouſneſs.; will be wavering and unſteady in this 
life, James 1. 6. and will at laſt periſh fer ever: whereas, 
if my eye be ſingle, my whole body will be full of light; 
if Chriſt's righteouſneſs be before me, as the tried and 
all-ſufficient reſt of a loſt ſinner, this will be an inex- 
hauſtible ſource of conſolation, of joy ſolid and . 
| | 3 
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dals a foundation durable as the rock —_ + and this 
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life. The 


Apoſtles of Chriſt therefore ſpoke of nothing with ſo 


. thorough an abhorrence, as that which would depreciate 


in the eyes of men, the glory of the perſon and righ- 
teouſneſs of their Lord. t it come in under ever ſo 
artful a pretence (of a regard for God's holy law, or, a 
real for the privileges of God's Children} or if even an 
Angel were the inſinuator, they pronounced the doQrine 
to be falſe, and the preacher aa accurſed, lying, Spirit, 
that meant to deceive and ruin; nor were they jealous 
of: any error compared to this, of corrupting the minds 
of men, from the ſimplicity. of Chriſt's righteouſneſs as 
their alone peace. But we all know, how the Jews and 
Judaizing teachers oppoſed, or would have perverted, 
this 


Mraelites, they had a greater title to God's 


pure doctrine. They vainly imagined, that being 


neſs than 


Gentile ſinners; ſome, that they had no need at all of 


Chriſt's righteouſneſs ; others, that they were better qua- 
lified for it, or recommended to it, than the reſt of the 


world Accordingly, they boaſted of their circumciſion 


(which was fimply a mark of obligation t ds the whole 


law, Gal v. 3. or be condemned 


by it) as a mark of 
their being God's peculiarly ſpiritual people; and would 
fain have forced the Gentiles to be circumciſed, that 
they might glory in their fleſh, Gal. vi. 13. 
argument for intant-baptiſm alſo being drawn, from a 
fancied analogy between it and circumciſion, do not you 


The chief 


ſee a vaſt likeneſs between theſe boaſtings of the Jews, 
and thoſe in uſe amongſt Pzdo-baptiſts, concerning the 
privileges of the ſeed of believers? Cautiouſly as /ome 
do ſpeak of infant - baptiſm, as no more than a token, 


that the children are members of the kin 


gdom-of Chriſt 


at large (which is ſaying nothing bat that they. have, in 
common with others, the liberty of hearing God's word; 


and does not entitle to baptiſm) the 2 8 * | 
omething 8 


all at particular ſeaſons, ſpeak of a 
| gooanels, which the child of believers 


have a cowe= 
| nant-right 
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aun -rigbt in, that the ſeed of unbelievers are not poſ- 
ſeſſed of, or entitled to; and that this right is ſealed and 
confirmed to them in baptiſm. Hence inſant-ſprinkling 
is termed a ſeal of the covenant f grace, in which covenant 
it is roundly aſſerted, that a behever's children are in- 
cluded, by virtue of their parents faith ; and being thus 
ſealed in covenant with God, if a child die in 3 
the Miniſter comforts the parents, in private or over the 
grave, with the ground there is for believing the child is 
gone to glory (not from the general idea that 'a God of 
infinite neſs, who took him away in a ſtate of un- 
conſciouſneſs, meant his happineſs thereby; but, mark 
the reaſon) becauſe the parents have been vi enough to 
Seal him in God's covenant, and thereby it would ſeem 
have taken poſſeſſion of heaven for him, the infant being 
himſelf incapable of doing it ; while the Baptiſts, on the 
 -other hand, are ſpoken of as moſt inhuman wretches, 
who have no hope of their children's ſalvation, nor 
any concern about ĩt; becauſe, though they pray for them, 
they do not profeſs to baptize them. Again; if the 
children of Pzdo-baptiſts grow up into life, the parents 
are told, what a prevalent argument they have to uſe in 
prayer to God for them, and what ground for the belief 
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that their prayers will be anfwered, and their children 
| | ſaved ; becauſe they are the ſeed of the faithful, and by 
| baptiſm ſealed in the covenant, If even they turn out 
| | wicked, till it is to be believed that the 2 p 
ſhall be brought back, becauſe they were marked 'as | 


| God's in their infancy ; and if the wanderers be re- 
claimed, that is not ſo much imputed to the free and un- 
5 conditional grace of God to the offenders, as it is to che 
| effect of their parents faith, and their infant -ſprink- 

| ws But if the young perſons appear ſober, mind their 

| | buſineſs, and attend upon worſhip with decency. then all 
s preſumed to be right; their morality is regarded as the 

| fruit of the ſeed ſown when they were chriſtened ; they 
are nurſed up in an idea, that they are by birth and bap- 

| iſm, - perſons of greater excellency, und dearer to the 
Lord, 
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Lord, than the offspring of prophane people are; and it 
being rather taken for granted than minutely enquired 
intq,. whether. they have received the grace of God in 


truth, they are /eipecially if they can chatter about the 


theory of goſpel doQrines) readily acmitted, as a mat- 
ter of courſe, to church-communion, the other /eal as it 
is exprefled, the former having been received in infancy ; 
and ſo they are, with very liitle trouble, compleated as 
Chriſtians and profeſſors of religion. But will you tell 


me, that ſuch Chriſtians have any real value for the righ- . 


teouſneſs of Chriſt? is it Jeſus alone that the man will 


look to for his comfort, who is taught that he is ſo pri- 


vileged a perſon, in virtue of his birth and ſuppoſed 
baptiſm? Will ſuch a man deem himſelf a poor periſh- 
ing creature, the chief of ſinners, and as a drowning 


wretch eagerly catch at the righteouſneſs of Chriſt, for 


the ſupport of his guilty ſoul trom deſpair? Will he as a 
child. of wrath, even as others, rejoice in Chriſt Jeſus 
the Saviour from that wrath, and have no confidence in the 
Jeſs, Phil. iti. 3. ? Will he walk humbly with God, and 
eſteem others better than himſelf, Phil. ii. 3.? No, Sir. 
He will be more like the boaſting Phariſee, than the ſelf- 
condemned Publican, whoſe whole plea was God be mere 
ciful to me a finner ; and however, I confeſs, ſome of the 
Pzdo-baptiſts do talk ſeemingly found and orthodox 
upon the article of Juſtification, yet of neceſſity they 
muſt do it with a ſalvo, a mental reſervation, of this in- 
fant-covenant, ſealed and ratified in baptiſm, and ſo ſpoil 
all. Had the Apoſtle Paul lived in our day and ſeen 
theſe effects, what do you think he would have ſaid of 
infant - ſprinkling? Would he not have enveighed againſt 
it, as an attempt to pollute the pure river of water of 


life, and as not ſubmitting to, but undervaluing the 


righteouſneſs of God, Rom. x. 3. ? Would he not have 
declared againſt it, as an enemy to the Croſs of Chriſt? 
Aſſuredly he would. And ſhall we account it a matter 
innocent, non-eſſential, of as & indifference, &c. and mix 
in communion as a of Chriſt, with them who 
contaminate 
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Faith once delivered to the ſaints? If after duly weigh- 
ing theſe thoughts you like mixed-communion, I ſhall 
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contaminate the true grace of God? How will the 
Church be the pillar and ground of the truth, 1 Tim. iii. 
15. if we thus connive at, or countenance ſuch a conta- 
mination ? If the chief doctrine of the goſpel, that of 
Juſtification, be held in indifference, what chance have 
we of retaining the remainder? Rather, if this be 
taken away (or which 1s the ſame thing, corrupted by 
the infinuating leaven of infant-ſprinkling} what 
other doctrine can be conſidered as of any conſequence at 
all? It becomes us therefore to bear a fteady proteſt 
againſt ſo dangerous a corruption, and hold no com- 
munion with its admirers. In matters of worldly pro- 
perty, people are uſually jealous of the very ſmalleſt en- 
croachments: and ſhall we not contend earne/ly for the 


pity you; but for my own part, knowing ſomething of 
the preciouſneſs of Jeſus, | cannot; I conſider infant- 


| baptiſm as robbing Chriſt of his glory, and the reaſon- 


ings of the Diſſenters concerning it to be equally pre- 
ſumptuous, with the power aſſumed by the Church of 
England, of making a child by baptiſm a member of 
Chriſt, a child of God, and an inheritor of the king- 
dom of heaven; if the Diſſenters cannot commune with 
this Church, becauſe they judge its ceremonies and im- 


poſitions to be unſcriptural, I have a much more impor- 


tant reaſon for refuſing communion with hem, that I 
muſt lep my/elf from idols, 1 John, v. 21. and every 
ing is an idol which God has not given his authority 


| for, and which tends, either directly or in its natural 


conſequences, to ſet up any other hope than Chriſt Je» 
ſus. The Baptiſts do not baptize with the view of ob- 
taining, or qualifying themſelves by it for the favour of 
God; but becauſe they, as finners, have received mercy, 


and becauſe Chrift has commanded them to do it, in token 


of their gratitude for that mercy. I obſerved alſo, 
II. That the temper of the Pædo-baptiſts is ſuch, that 
there can be no mutual — between them and 


. 


; 


1 
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the Baptiſts. Sir, Fou know that communion at the 


Lord's table implies, not only that between God and a 


man's own ſoul, but alſo that between him and the peo- * 


ple he fits down with ;. they eat of one bread, they are 


ſuppoſed to have drunk into one ſpirit, and to be united 


in the moſt cordial manner, as brethren and fiſters in 
Chriſt, . But it ſeems to me impoſſible, that Baptiſts and 
Pædobaptiſts can thus affectionately unite z they are, like 
oil and water, heterogeneous ſubſtances that cannot con- 
ſolidate into one body, however they be comprehended 
in one church, How can a Baptiſt coincide with. thoſe 


that, we have mentioned already, do corrupt the goſ- 


pel? Or though the Baptiſt do cringe, and endeavour 
to gain the good-will and chriſtian love of the Pædo- 
baptiſts, the latter will always look upon him with an 


evil eye, and have a private grudge againſt him, or jea- 


louſy of him. [ndeed were I proudly left to imagine, 
that my faith entitled my children to ſpiritual bleſſings, 


or that I was capable of ſealing my children in covenant 
with God, and thereby ſtipu ye God for them, 


no doubt I ſhould hate the Baptiſts, who maintain, as 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles did, that the children of be- 
lievers, as ſuch, are no more in covenant with God than 
thoſe of unbelievers. Accordingly, I am well acquainted 
with many facts, that fully authenticate theſe remarks. 
Mr. Hitchin, an Independent miniſter, was totally and 
avowedly againſt mixed communion, ſo afraid was & leſt 
his people 
that denomination. And if Pzdobaptiſts be in a Bap- 
tiſt- church, it gives them no pleaſure: to behold ſinners 
converted and baptized ; it rather creates diſguſt. But 
if a Pædobaptiſt propoſe and be received, it gives amaz- 
ing pleaſure, and immediately it is perceivable that they 


underſtand one another, and are a ſeparate party in the 


church; or if ſuch a member be propoſed and not re- 
ceived, the ſcruple is not believed to be, that the church 
wiſhes to have better proof of the man's real piety ; but 
it is ſurmiſed as the true reaſon, that be is not a * 


ould become Baptiſts, as are ſome others of . 
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ſo that I have known churches before now, obliged to 

take perſons in, even againſt their own judgments, for 
fear of offending the Pædo-baptiſt niembers.—This an- 
tipathy is alſo to be ſuſpected, when they ſeem and ſpeak 


the moſt ſmoothly, for it has always been found if th 

were capable of taking any advantage, however unfair 
or difingenuous cenlale the Baptiſts, that they greedily 
embraced it; and it appeared demonſtrably plain to have 
been the intention, in a particular inſtance [| could- ſpe- 
cify, where certain Pzdobaptiſts refuſed to join a Bap- 


could have had that article expunged or over-ruled, a 
whole ſhoal of them would, for obvious reaſons, have 
Joined forthwith.-Not many years ago a Baptiſt church, 


allowing of mixed-communion, having two or three be- 
'fore them who propoſed for admittance, after the account 
of their experiences was finiſhed, the miniſter enquired, - 


1 Did they or did they not wiſh to be baptized ?”” And 


being anſwered in the affirmative, he added, that he 


hoped it was from a conviction of the propriety of bap- 
tiſm ; for that he did not wiſh any (as he termed it) to 


ſubmit to it, who was not rationally perſuaded it was 


his duty and privilege. Innocently and undeſigningly as 
theſe words were uttered, the wrath excited in the other 
party was ſo exceſſive, that one of the Pædobaptiſts ſtood 
up, and with ſhut-fiſt exclaimed againſt miniſter and peo» 
ple; concluding with, 7 defy you all to prove, that the 
«** ſeed of believers are not in the covenant of grace with 
0 their parents. - When we go to hear a Pædobaptiſt mi- 
niſter, we muſt have patience to hear him; if it fall in 
his way, direct parents to plead with God the infant- 
covenant and baptiſm, in behalf of their children; and 
roundly tell the children, how much more account God 
makes of them, than of the ſeed of infidels and wicked 


ple. But if a Baptiſt miniſter happen to touch upon 
ptiſm, though faithfulneſs to his text unavoidably 1 


tiſt· church, becauſe they found out by ſome accident, 
that the Truſt-deed of the place of worſhip had provided, 
that the miniſter ſhould always be a Baptiſt; but if they 
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him to it, and though he caſt no refle&ions upon infant. 


ſprinkling, but incidentally illuſtrates his own ſubject; 
O!] the diſſatisfaction, the uneaſineſs expreſſed by the 
other fide of the queſtion, ** Aye, He begins to preach 
« abut baptiſm. —Wel leave bim, &ec. ſo that a miniſ- 
ter is hampered ; ſome parts of God's holy word he muſt 
not preach upon ; ſome duties he muſt not enforce, leſt 


he riſque the friendſhip and ſupport of his Pœdobaptiſt 


members. I am ſorry alſo to ſay (and aſhamed of them 
of whom I ſpeak it) that there are ſome who call them- 
ſelves (not properly) Baptiſt miniſters, who, to ſay the 
beſt of them, prefer the friendſhip and countenance of 
Pzdobaptiſts to their duty. Why elſe do they, for the 
fake of mixed-communion, or for retaining their opulent 
Hearers, make ſuch colluſive bargains as this about an 
ordinance of Chriſt,” That they will never {peak of or for 
% believer's baptiſm, or againſt that of infants, in the pul- 
« pit, or the church, or any other public exerciſe of their 
% miniſtry with that people“ Why do ſuch temporizi 

preachers accordingly, when a perſon 1s to be baptized, 


give notice of it to the Baptiſts in @ whi/per ; and at the 


time, ſneak out at day-break and through a back-door 


(as if they traded in /muggled goods, or had ſome ſhame- * 
ful action to perpetrate) and baptize the party privately; , 


in ſome unfrequented corner of an orchard adjoining to 
a river, inſtead of manfully avowing Chrilt's ordinance in 
the face of the world? They could do no otherwiſe in 
the very heat of perſecution. We have a remarkable in- 
ance of ſuch a bargain not far from us, which is enough 
to ſicken a conſcientious man of mixed-communion ; an 
inſtance in which two Pædo- baptiſt miniſters in a certain 
town, ** think it their duty to.preach, and one to print, 
xealouſly in defence of infant-ſprinkling; but the Bap- 
tiſt miniſter (poor man !)- has his hands and tongue tied, 
that he dare do neither, becauſe. it is contrary to his 
church- covenant, and will diſoblige ſome of his beſt ſub- 
ſeribers. I do not wiſh to make ill- natured compariſons; 
put 1 confeſs, when I hear of theſe and the like * 
N 12 | ns, 


hs - 
w = 
N 13 
" . 


* 
4 \ 
- 
* 


—__— 


| { as J 

fions, - they irreſiſtibly force upon me the idea, of Solo- 
mon's complaiſance to the idolatry of his ſtrange wives, 
and how their zeal for their falſe worſhip, reproached his 
indifference for the true. There is a conſiſtency in being 
cold or hot ; but none in being neither cold nor bot. The 


| Pzdo-baptiſts are not ſo lukewarm in regard to their prin- 


ciples. Happy are they too, when they hear of, or can 
foment diſcord or diviſions in a Baptiſt church. Inſtead 
of diſcountenancing diſorders, they will receive and 
openly encourage thoſe that furiouſly rend themſelves 
away, or, as I could prove have been put away, by the 
Baptiſts, for immoral praQtices, It cannot but ſtrike you 
alſo, that while they entertain ſuch a temper, they ſhake 
Hands with the church of Rome, acknowledge the ſprink- 
ling performed by a Popiſh-prieſt to be, in every reſpect, 
valid baptiſm, and abuſe the Baptiſts, as ſeparatiſts from 
the catholic churck of Chriſt, for not being of the ſame 
opinion. (See Mr. Henry's Treati/e, lately publiſhed, p. 
212.) How could you ever imagine there can be chriſ- 
tian cordiality and communion, between us and people 
ſo oppoſite ? But if this be not ſufficient, I will add, 
III. That infant-ſprinkling overthrows the order of 
-goſpel-worſhip, and therefore I cannot unite in commu» 
nion with them who practiſe it. The doctrines of free- 
grace, imbibed as we have ſaid in the ſoul, are not in- 
tended to remain there inactive, but to bring forth fruit 
unto God ; and if to God, then this fruit muſt be in God's 
way; for as it is abſurd to ſuppoſe he has left us without 
a rule to I by, ſo if we walk according to any rule but 
what he has laid down in his word, we diſhonour, not 
glorify him; and the more attached we are to any human 
invention, the more we diſregard God our maker, and 
the authority of Jeſus as king in Zion. Now God is a 
God of order; and his order has beauty as well as im- 
portance in it. You and | think ſo of the dee&rines of ro- 
velation ; ſo that if a preacher, under -pretence of pro- 
moting piety, were merely to urge the practice of good 
works, and propoſe them as the ground of comfort that 


we 
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we are in a converted ſtate, you would reply, The fr 
% command is to believe on the Son of God; and until 
« that be the caſe, no works are properly good, or marks 
4% of converſion.” Is not order to be obſerved alſo in the 
worſhip of the goſpe]? And as there is not an — 
in ſcripture, of any perſons baptized but who profe 
to believe, or of any going to the Lord's Supper, who 
were not upon a profeſſion baptized, does not infant- 
ſprinkling evidently invert, and overturn, this beautiful 
fabric of goſpel-worſhip ; lay waſte the fences of Zion, 
and open a road for encroachments of the worſt nature? 
In truth, mixed-communion appears moſt ſhapeleſsly and 
ridiculoufly informal, to many ot the Pzdo-baptiſts them 
ſelves. © Here, ſays one ſometime ago, is a man brought 
* into a chriſtian church whom you think unbaptized. 
* In time perhaps, he becomes a Baptiſt, and is us uf 
«© tized. Then you do in effect caſt him out of the 
„ chriſtian church, and receive him in again by bap- 
«* tiſm; for how can a man be of the church of Chrifl, 
* (that is profe/edly a chriſtian) unleſs he be baptized”? 
But fond as the friends of infant-baptiſm are of analogies, 
and bard · preſſed as that weak one from circumcifion is, 
in order to ſqueeze out ſome ſemblance of proof from 
ſcripture, | have thought of an analogy, which 4as a ſerip- 
tural foundation, which will clearly illuſtrate this point 
of goſpel order, and which will include both the ſorts of 
people you ſpeak of ; thoſe who ſcruple baptiſm wholly, 
and them who plead for infant-baptiſm. You well know 
that the union between Chriſt and his church is often in 
ſcripture termed a Marriage, and the church is tiled the 
Bride, the Lamb's-wife. It is foreign to my purpoſe to 
conſider here, how that union ſtood in the mind and 
counſel of God, before we exiſted, or creation had a 
Being; there is a moment in a believer's experience, 
when drawn by the word and ſpirit of God, he ſees the 
beauty of Chriſt, is won over to truſt his ſoul compoſedly 
into his hands, and yields himſelf to him as alive from 
the dead. This is, in one view, the time of the ſoul's 
| lecret 
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ſecret eſpeuſal to Chriſt : baptiſm is the public avowal 


of that ſecret tranſaction: and there is a plain parallel be- 
tween this ordinance and a public celebration of mar- 
riage, which is in conſequence of a previous affection, and 


private contract between the parties, Let me then can» 


didly ſuppoſe a number of people in any place, of which 
the majority was againſt any public or open contract of 
marriage, and ſaid, they made it a matter of conſcience 
for each couple to go together without any ſuch ceremony. 
And what if a minority were to object. *77s irregular 
«© and indecent” ? the majority would no doubt reply, 
ie make as good huſbands and fathers as you de; what 
« need to be always harping upon this firing, MarRRIace! 
© MARRIAGE”! The minority would aniwer, ©* You 
„% may be good fathers, and what you call good huſbands ; 
« but all your goodneſs ſubſequent to your going together is de- 
« five, for want of this F18&8T, public, authorized contract 
% MARRIAGE.” PH would the majority ſay, Mutual 
% love is the alone effence of marriage; can't you keep come 
& pany with us, for all we are not formally married; con- 
« fdering alſo that it is with us a matter of conſtiancc Þ 
And how would ſuch a minority be laughed at, by the 
more numerous admirers of the other fleſh-pleafing ſyſ- 
tem! Now, to apply theſe remarks to baptiſm : if the 
above reaſoning of the majority would be indelicate, is it 
not equaily ſo to urge pleas of conſcience, to evade a 
lain precept that Chriſt has. ordained, as the fir and 
ding duty in entering upon a public profeſſion of re- 
ligion, or avouching Jeſus to be our huſband ? But ſup- 
poſe the majority ſhould thus excuſe themſelves, ** Oar 
« fathers told us, that they had made a contract between us 
i our infancy, and married us, upon condition we con- 


«© ſented when we grew wp”? It would immediately be 
retorted, Such a contract was none of your parents pro- 


« wince; it ſhould be your own woluntary ad, or it cannot be 
« valid. So neither is 1 valid; but is, 
in a religious ſenſe, that ſame kind of blind, involun- 
tary, irregular contract, that infant-matrimeny would * 
| 4 


fimile an \Semely one, I only 
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” and equally. deſtitute of what :conſlitutes chriſtian-baps 
tiſm,-as the other of what conſtitutes a lawful marriage. 
That man then who freely viſited, who eat and drank, fl 
and lived upon terms of intimacy and friendſhip, win 
the diſorderly people I have mentioned, would be juſtly 
| hed, as countenancing them in fornication. And 
do not countenance /piritual fornication, Rev. xix. 
3. who plead for mixed-communion ? Would it be ſaid 
of the former, that they deſpiſe an ordinance of God, 
matrimony; which (queer as ain forme may be) was 
inſtituted to prevent confufſon and do they not flight, 
or manifeſt indifference for Chriſt's ordinance of bapriſm, 
who allow of mixed-communion, and in-fa# promote 
confuſion. in the order of goſpel-worſhip ? If you think my 
aſk; whether it is _— 
andi — one? The more ho then it ſpeaks the 
& better: L have but one other remark to make; that I ſhould 
© iflike. mixed-commmunion, were it for nothing but this 
natural effect, that it cauſes people to be indolent in ex- 
amining," whether baptiſm be a duty. They think they 
tan get into a church without it; and are un willing to 
aſk, whether it be a command of Chriſt or not. That is 
the: temper in our day; and in apology they ſay, 
by, as to baptiſm, "tis no matter; we cas go to heaven 
” awithout it, if we believe on Chrift ; baptiſm can't make 
* u more chriſtians than wwe ard” ; not conſidering, that 
© baptiſm was not given to make 1 chriſtians; but to 
preſhſ eurſelves chriſtians ; and if Chriſt bas ordained a 
particular method of making this — he that thinks 
that method of ſmall conſequence, deſpiſeth not a diſtin- 
| Buiſhing tenet of a party of men, but deſpiſeth an ordinance 
of God, and they who in any way aid or abet ſuch indif- 
. ference, diſcover ignorance of the meaning of chriftian- 
baptiſm, which holds up to our eyes, as in a glaſs, the 
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